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REPLY TO EXAMINER'S ARGUMENT 

Reference Does Not Suggest Either a parsing technique utilized with SGML 
documents OR an appiication program that enables structured document 
information to be referred to by a browser* 

The Examiner maintains that Shigemi suggests both an application program, in 
the form of scripts, and a document parser unit, or parsing, document data into structured 
document information, as well as an application program that enables structured document 
information to be referred to by a browser. However, the Examiner fails to provide a showing of 
a suggestion or motivation for one skilled in the art to modify Shigemi. It has been held by the 
courts that "Even when obviousness is based on a single prior art reference, there must be a 
showing of a suggestion or motivation to modify the teachings of that reference, , , [and the] 
motivation, suggestion or teaching may come explicitly from statements in the prior art, the 
knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art, or, in some cases the nature of the problem to be 
solved." In reKotzab, 217 R3d 1365, 1370 (Fed Cir. 2000). 

Shigemi does not provide any suggestion or motivation related to information 
services that require markup languages or the function extension type browser of the present 
invention. As the Examiner acknowledges, Shigemi teaches a structured data management 
system that is a strong tool that totally supports a variety of business activities (column 5, lines 
54-56); Shigemi addresses the problem that conventional tools are not suitable for the 
development and operations of a business support system (column 2, lines 31-34). 

In addition, the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art does not suggest 

modifying the structured data management system that processes structured data objects as 

disclosed by Shigemi to operate with the information services or function extension type 

browsers of the present invention, Shigemi discloses a business support system for non-routine 

tasks that change over time. Specifically, Shigemi teaches processing structured data objects 
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defined as tree structures. Each node of the tree has a script and each node can be processed. In 
contrast, the claims of appellant's invention recite a function extension type browser in 
conjunction with an information service. One skilled in the art of data management systems, in 
particular, processing of tree structures, would not modify such systems to perform browser 
tasks. For example, data management systems manipulate large amounts of data, while browser 
systems do not generally perform data management or data manipulation, so that such a 
modification of a tool that supports business activity to a tool used by a browser would be 
inapposite. 

Finally, the nature of the problem to be solved by the present invention is making 
it possible to cope with information services that require markup languages or meta-information 
to be extended. No data management services are performed, and data is not manipulated. This 
problem recognized by the present invention does not motivate one skilled in the art to modify 
Shigemi in accordance with the present invention. 

Conclusion 

Based on the above arguments and remarks, Appellant respectfully submits that 
the claims of the instant invention on appeal are not anticipated or obvious in light of Shigemi, 
Consequently, the rejection of the claims based on this reference are in error. In view of the 
remarks submitted hereinabove and in Appellant's Appeal Brief, the reference applied against 
Claims 1, 3-23, 28 and 29 on appeal do not render those claims unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a). Thus, Appellants submit that the §103 rejection is in error and must be reversed. 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees or credit 



any overpayment in connection herewith to Deposit Account No. 19-1013/SSMP. 



SCULLY SCOTT MURPHY & PRESSER, P.C. 
400 Garden City Plaza, Suite 300 
Garden City, New York 1 1 530 
(516)742-4343 

KRV/jam 



Respectfully submitted, 




Kathferine R. Vieyra 
Registration No. 47,155 
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